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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-5, 20-26, 31, 33-35, and 38 are currently pending in the application. Claims 
1, 3, 20, 24, 31, 33-35, and 38 have been amended. Claims 6, 32, and 36-37 have been canceled. 
Applicant respectfully submits that no new matter has been added. Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration of the application in view of the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks. 

Claims 1-11, 20-26, and 31-41 stand rejected on the grounds of non-statutory 
obviousness-type double patenting. Applicant will submit a terminal disclaimer with respect to 
U.S. Patent No. 6,515,413 and U.S. Patent No. 6,741,024 as soon as the Examiner indicates that 
one or more claims of this application are allowable. 

Claim 31 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 3,103,156 to Quin ("Quin"). 

Independent claim 3 1 relates to a cover for filtering a fluorescent lighting fixture 
including at least one fluorescent light emitter. Applicant respectfully submits that the cited 
reference fails to teach, anticipate, or suggest at least one of the distinguishing features of 
independent claim 31, namely, an infrared filter layer comprising opposing sides and adapted to 
filter infrared light from the fluorescent light emitter, a plurality of protective layers for 
preventing damage to the infrared filter layer and a peripheral gasket surrounding a flat panel 
cover which blocks infrared light leakage along a peripheral edge. In addition, the cited 
reference fails to disclose wherein the infrared filter layer is located between the plurality of 
protective layers. 

Quin discloses an apparatus for lighting space illumination and is particularly directed to 
an apparatus having air exchange provisions communicating with an area or space lighted 
thereby. Quin discloses a glass or plastic lens in the fixture face opening to control the 
brightness characteristics of the lamp. The Office Action asserts that the lens as disclosed in 
Quin functions as a protective layer to prevent damage to the infrared filter layer as claimed. 
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Applicant respectfully submits that there is no teaching or suggestion in Quin for having a 
plurality of protective layers . In addition, Applicant respectfully submits that there is no 
teaching or suggestion in Quin wherein the infrared filter layer is located between the plurality of 
protective layers. Quin teaches placing the lens on only one side of the infrared filter layer. In 
contrast, in claim 3 1, the infrared filter layer is placed between the plurality of protective layers. 
Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 31 distinguishes over the cited reference 
and is in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claim 3 1 is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 1, 3-6, and 20-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Quin in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,234,871 to Krashkevich ("Krashkevich"). Dependent 
claims 2 and 6 have been canceled, thus rendering the rejections thereof moot. 

Independent claim 1 relates to a cover for filtering a fluorescent lighting fixture including 
at least one fluorescent light emitter. Applicant respectfully submits that the cited references fail 
to disclose at least one of the distinguishing features of independent claim 1 , namely, an infrared 
filter layer and a plurality of protective layers for preventing damage to the infrared filter layer. 
In addition, the cited references fail to disclose wherein the infrared filter layer is located 
between the plurality of protective layers. 

The Office Action asserts that the lens as disclosed in Quin functions as a protective layer 
to prevent damage to the infrared filter layer as claimed. Applicant respectfully submits that 
there is no teaching or suggestion in Quin for having a plurality of protective layers . In addition, 
Applicant respectfully submits that there is no teaching or suggestion in Quin wherein the 
infrared filter layer is located between the plurality of protective layers. Quin teaches placing the 
lens on only one side of the infrared filter layer. In contrast, in claim 1, the infrared filter layer is 
placed between the plurality of protective layers. Krashkevich fails to cure the deficiencies of 
Quin noted above. Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1 distinguishes over 
the cited references and is in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
independent claim 1 is respectfully requested. 
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Dependent claims 3-5 and 20-26 depend from and further restrict independent claim 1 in 
a patentable sense. Applicant respectfully submits that, for at least the reasons set forth above 
with respect to the rejection of independent claim 1, dependent claims 3-5 and 20-26 distinguish 
over the cited references and are in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependent claims 3-5 and 20-26 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 32-33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quin. 
Dependent claim 32 has been canceled, thus rendering the rejection thereof moot. 

Dependent claim 33 depends from and further restricts independent claim 31 in a 
patentable sense. Applicant respectfully submits that, for at least the reasons set forth above with 
respect to the rejection of independent claim 31, dependent claim 33 distinguishes over the cited 
reference and is in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claim 33 is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 34-38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quin in 
view of Krashkevich. Dependent claims 36-37 have been canceled, thus rendering the rejections 
thereof moot. 

Dependent claims 34-35 and 38 depend from and further restrict independent claim 31 in 
a patentable sense. Applicant respectfully submits that, for at least the reasons set forth above 
with respect to the rejection of independent claim 31, dependent claims 34-35 and 38 distinguish 
over the cited references and are in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependent claims 34-35 and 38 is respectfully requested. 
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In view of the above amendment, Applicant respectfully submits that the present 
application is in condition for allowance. A Notice to that effect is respectfully requested. 

Dated: 2£i Vo<P f 
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